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LETTERS PH1 AND PH2: PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTORS  

Response to Comment PH1-1: 

The deposition of shot rock in the lower Yuba River is not associated with the Yuba Accord 
Alternative.  In addition, the Yuba Accord Alternative will not increase the occurrence or 
severity of flood events which could cause the mobilization and downstream movement of 
large gravels, rocks and boulders in the lower Yuba River (see Chapter 7 for detailed analysis). 

Response to Comment PH1-2: 

The flow schedules under the Proposed Project/Action were developed based on known 
stressor analyses and resource agency collaboration, to attempt to improve habitat conditions 
and maximize aquatic resource benefits for multiple fish species in the lower Yuba River.  The 
flow and water temperature changes expected to occur as part of the Proposed Project/Action 
have been evaluated in detailed, species and life stage specific evaluations that consider a range 
of potential conditions and resultant impacts that are anticipated to occur.  Overall, the species 
specific analyses included in Chapter 10 of the Draft EIR/EIS, and the flow and water 
temperature data in Appendices F4 and G of the Draft EIR/EIS, support the conclusions that no 
significant impacts would occur to the fisheries resources of the lower Yuba River. 

Response to Comment PH2-1: 

The creation of tourist attraction sites in Yuba County is not the responsibility of the lead 
agencies or the intent of the Proposed Project/Action.  The Proposed Yuba Accord is designed 
to enhance fisheries resources in the lower Yuba River, but it would not involve any 
construction activities nor would it involve any activities related to the creation of recreational 
viewing areas along the Yuba River.  Although one of the objectives of the Proposed Yuba 
Accord is to resolve instream flow issues associated with operation of the Yuba Project in a way 
that protects and enhances lower Yuba River fisheries, the protection of fisheries resources is 
not implicitly for development of tourist or recreational opportunities.  Additionally, the 
majority of lands surrounding the lower Yuba River are privately owned and public access is 
limited.  Thus, designation of a recreation area or tourist attraction along the river, including 
construction of a facility for fish and wildlife viewing purposes, would require separate 
planning and permitting activities, which are beyond the scope of this project. 

Response to Comment PH3-1:  

YCWA participated in four groundwater-substitution transfers.  The annual groundwater 
pumping for these transfers ranged from approximately 26 TAF to 85 TAF.  During these past 
transfers, no short-term or long-term unmitigated impacts occurred on surface water flows 
including on the Feather and Yuba rivers.  Historical and recent groundwater elevation data 
and subsurface lithologic data analyzed and presented in this Draft EIR/EIS indicate that 
recharge from the Feather River to the Yuba Basin is small.  Along the western boundary of the 
Yuba Basin, groundwater appears to occur in confined layers, and thus there probably is only a 
limited connection between surface water and the groundwater pumping zone in the vicinity of 
the Feather River.  Only small changes in groundwater levels occurred along the Feather River 
during the past groundwater substitution transfers and no groundwater-substitution pumping 
occurred in the vicinity of the Feather River.  For these reasons, impacts of groundwater-
substitution pumping for the Yuba Accord Alternative on Feather River flows would be less 
than significant. 
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For the Yuba River, analyses presented in the Draft EIR/EIS show that no correlation exists 
between historical groundwater pumping and Yuba River flows.  In addition to the analysis 
presented in the Draft EIR/EIS, YCWA's GMP, adopted in 2005, protects groundwater 
resources in the Yuba Basin.  In the GMP, YCWA adopted objectives to protect groundwater 
from adverse impacts. To supplement the GMP, Part 1 of Exhibit 3 to the final Yuba Accord 
Water Purchase Agreement would specify additional monitoring requirements for Yuba Accord 
groundwater-substitution pumping (see Final EIR/EIS, Appendix M2).  Also, Part 2 of this 
Exhibit 3 would specify the process that YCWA and the Member Units would follow to 
determine the amount of groundwater-substitution pumping that could occur each year 
without causing a long-term overdraft or any significant unmitigated third-party impacts on 
other groundwater users in the basin (see Final EIR/EIS, Appendix M2). 

 




